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point  1:  I aia  not  vV.iriC  to  burden  you  v/j  fcii 
2.9  bine  f ft  old  but  it  io  on  record 

.vno  held  for  cueutiuninti  by  the  .dr 
t v;aa  the  York.-j;iire  I-o3t  urrarteod  the  trip 

oy  and  die  fatiier  in  oroor  to  :;ho.v  tha  photo- 
atory  to  the  Air  i.drdotry.  ./iiat  n^ppenoi^  thex’O 
'■zohire  Pout  , the  bheiiield  Dele  raph  uac  aono 
.Tihiar.  a brief  account  v;u3  t r inooii t ted  Lo  a 
3 io  alao  a narasine,  "i'hc  Plvin,?  Jaucer  ,ievie,v 


London . 
for  the 
cell  t.he 
by  the  Vc 
per,  froh 
^ily.  Ths 
'.ich  tell 


.f  oourae,  there  io  alno  'trie  cOL'.aenta  to  be  had 
i-.i.niutry  itaelf  an:  ita^Tr  P.H,  ./Kite,  According  to  I 
x'oat  ^I.ov  1,  1}62)  *'a  letter  iron  the  Air  rdniatry  de.-cribea 
unidentified  flyin£,  objects  neen  over  ahcffiGld  laa  t iiaroh  an 
probably  reflected  ice  particleo".  ;.arch  4 './aa  overcoat,  .vith  anovv 
and  303ie  3un  and  ice  particlca  in  the  u tnonphflES , it  in  pointed  out 
" In  the  Sheffield  area  onoke  and  h:*ze  were  precent  unci , jvener .illy , 
croud  fcraatior.a  at  various  altitudes  v/ere  naiiy  and  varied.  Pockets 
of  .varr.  air  rising  from  the  city  v/ould  iiave  caused  temperature 
ihvereiona.  U.uder  theae  conditiona,  reflected  and  refracted  light 
cun  cjuae  peculiar  effects  in  the  sky.  It  is  pojeible  that  thia 
attreo~ei  the  atte.ntlon  of  and  his  friendc  und  that  the  photo- 

rrep.n  is  of  effects  of  thic  kind.  It  io  also  a r::hoibili ty  that  the 
photc^rith  of  the  flyin^i  objects  is  t::e  result  of  u.n  iapsrfoct 
axpcr.LT?.  fo  dua  up,  the  r>ho tog raph  cun  bo  explained  in  i;:u:;:iane 
terns  i..  - does  .not  mean  that  so-cullcd  uniCenti i'ied  objects  must 
have  been  over  Sheffield  at  the  tine  it  v/:r;  taken". 
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'd.e  explanations  of  the 
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HEADQU  -^R  r 

rOREiGN  TECHNOLOGY  DIV;SJON 

AtR  FOMCt  SYSTEMS  COMMAND 
UNITEO  STATED 

IrtiR  »0  H T- A T TR  j-»'<ON  A»*^  PO*»CIC  OHiO 


I-TOpo3ed  Rciply 


Brorjaa  1?  gveden 

1.  A deliy  !n  replying  to  your  letter  of  2 Harch  19^4  was  clue  to 
the  r^oroduction  of  the  photograph  you  submitted.  We  cnn  assure 
you  th^t  there  is  no  e'/ldence  whatsoever  of  Interplanetary  space 
vehicles  visiting  our  planet.  It  is  because  of  your  scientific 
at tirade  that  Doctors  Hynek  and  Menzel,  as  well  as  other  agencies 
co..imunlcatc  with  j*ou  on  the  subject  of  unidentified  flying  objects. 

2,  If  these  objects  arc  to  be  studied  scientifically  then  only 
coli  HilRD  facts j such  ‘is  photographs,  material  fragments  ^md  so  on 
c*?n  be  accepted  as  eviience.  All  personal  interpretations  and  opin- 
ions ere  Just  that,  and  as  such  are  not  acceptable  as  fact. 

SPi'I.’ArS  and  other  space  surveillance  agencies  ors  quite  capable  of 
picking  uo  meteors  ant  do  so  frequently.  Is  it  not  strange  that 

if  flying  saucers  were  in  existence  that  they  would  not  also  be 
detected  by  this  electronic  equipment?  Also,  astronomers  and  astro- 
physicists for  years  hv-'-*  been  scanning  and  photographing  the  skys, 
and  magnifying  portions  T:hat  they  wish  to  study  many  times  over. 

At  no  time  has  any  evidence  been  detected  which  would  show  any  evi- 
dence of  life  in  any  form  visiting  earth  from  outside  our  own  planet. 

3-  In  regard  to  paragraph  2 of  your  letter.  Sightings  from  close 
range,  such  as  you  raenT;loned,  are  interesting  and  undoubtedly  the 
vl tn e 3 s or  witnesses  are  reporting  what  they  believe  has  happened. 
I'frny  reports  of  close  range  sightings  are  in  the  AB’  files  and  the 
Air  5'orce  cannot  explain  these  reports.  Again,  these  are  reports 
of  whit  reople  thougnt  they  saw.  They  are  the  opinions  and  inter- 
pretations of  the  ob3er’''er5. 

-s  to  whether  a sighting  is  a CIOSS  R/jjlCg  sighting  or  not 
Is  r,u-=‘S'i stable . '-her^  are  many  n:uiy  cases  oC  Star/ Planet  obsejrm- 
tiona  r certed  as  close  range  sightings.  'Jhis  point  is  made  clear 
in  the  ’Hits  case  Is  undoubtedly  consid  ered  a 

dor.?  ruig?  sighting  since  he  reported  the  object  aa  attacking  hie 
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autoraoDile  iind  besi.eging  the  TniTihouse  with  r.m.'h  hostility  that 
th^-‘  local  Sharif X was  called  In,  and  yet  investigation  ahow^d 
that  without  doubt  the  object  vas  the  nltuiet  Juniter. 


objoct  is  veil  taken 


'/■aur  point  ox’  inference  ns  to  the  reality  of  an  unltno'^n 

Ihe  Air  Force  h'tj  never  denied  that  these 
objects  are  real  and  indeed  they  are  real  objects  or  phenctaenon 
that  t:;e  observers  have  been  unable  to  identify  or  undernband. 


f * - - 1 


V ' 
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May  I remind  you  that  the  burden  of  p:oof  does  not  lie 
h?  Air  Force  or  a serious  investigator,  such  ns  yourself. 


tc  -•rove  that  Flying  Saucers"'  do  not  exist.  Pi*oof  that  they  do 
exist  lies  with  those  who  VJIGH  them  to  exist.  Until  such  tine 
Gj  --cnsone  has  proof  that  they  do  exist,  flying  saucers  are  ;xnd 
sh -lid  be  considered  only  ns  some  phenomenon  ^mich  we  do  not 
ur. i-^rstand  or  cannot  explain  on  the  data  presented.  Until  such 
a r -ne  as  nroof  e.xists  interolanetary  snace  vehicles  under  intelii 
gent  control  cannot  be  accepted  as  a fact. 


-1 


Again  the  poi: 
the  era  as  t ion  of  close 
onlr.ion  of  the  wlfnes 


zz  of  distance  anti  aizos,  etc  is  relative  and 
range,  unless  specifically  measured,  is  an 
s and  r.ay  or  nay  not  be  accurate. 


e.  The  report  frra  Fritch,  Texas  is  an  illustration  for  the 
C3’X^-  of  n*.arlc3  on  the  ground  other  than  p so  called  flying  saucer. 
May  1 restate  here  xhao  in  no  cas-d  has  any  physical  evidence  of  a 
landing  ever  been  estaollohed. 

U.  Jons i daring  the  "'ocT.aon  characteristics"  of  cases  which  are 
uniie.ni Lf Led  tind  thus  assuming  a qualitive  proof  of  the  reality  of 
iin  ‘oricnown” flying  object,  would  certainly  not  result  in  a con- 
clusion of  validity  or  reliability.  Many  of  these  *'co:.’imon  char- 
acteristics" of  the  so  called  flying  saucers  are  present  is  cases 
with  firm  evaluations  of  aircraft,  balloons  and  Stars  or  Planets. 

5*  No  positive  evaluation  of  the  photograph  you  sent  to  us  can 
be  aa.de  ’.vtthout  fne  negative. 

a.  It  is  possible  that  the  Images  are  real,  however,  the  spots 
a : rint  are  similar  to  tr.ose  on  other  prints  which  have  been 
ira'.eu  to  either  flaws  in  the  negative,  a flaw  in  the  film 
its-.:  . -nulslon  spezs  on  the  negative  or  poor  photo  processing. 
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report-ci  situation  during  which  the  nhoto- 
grnph  v~as  taken  several  questionable  points  were  raised! 

that  took^th^’t-'^J  question  the  integrity  of  the  boy 

; t ^ Itovever,  it  is  not  probable  that  the  Mr 

. n 3 ry  vould  hold  a youth  of  l4  I'or  questioning,  if  he  V‘=‘re 
questioned  reprding  the  photograph,  it  would  likely  hive 
occurred  at  the  location  wher^he  photograph  was  taken. 

o-  was  no  fault 

e>^lnnatlou 


« _*  Certainly  neither  the  Air  Ministry  nor  any  photoa-anhi r* 

rinrf  experts  viewed  the  negatives  and  could 

deception.  Here  again  they  offer  no  explanation 
lo.  t._3^  linages  merely  stating  that  there  is  no  fault  o-  touTip^-lna 

oirc-^To-e^th^''®'  fS’i  "e^«rt3"  would  full  totifir'* 

one  c.^ino  e the  posstb.e  causes  of  Images  on  this  print  is  not 

statements  are  being  nuot«d 

and  s-Ir— possible/probable  causes  being  omitted 

end  s_.L.^  only  Jiat  rbe  negative  shoved  no  Indication  oi’  "tampering*'. 

6.  -e  appreciate  your  opinions  and  your  interest  in  the  Uait=»d 

r:!!  ^sitlon  regarding  unidentified  f ..yi^g®ob Jecl^ 

v»-  a.,  letu.ning  your  pro >.ograph  and  three  duplicate  copies. 


Sincerely, 
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Bromaa  12  S;ved^:i 

2,  iy54 


iroject  Blue  Book  Irii’orinat  loii 
UaAi?  (3AF-0II^3) 

'Phu  P'ihta^?:oti 
.fuahin^ton.  25,  2G 

i/ear  Sir; 


0 Lii cer 


!'U  - 1 n j.  o r a 1 1 o n 


I thur*!-:  you  Ltuch  for  oendiat;  ne  ^cur  lateat  inrornatioa 

on  U2Ca,  Upon  reading  tliea  .ind  upon  reading:  prof,  'lensola 
Vj'O-book  I feel  that  I iiave  v;auted  lot  of  time  in  trvin^:  to 
' *B'ie  caae  for  the  UFUb,  their  reality  and  taelr  i:it<jrpiar4e tarj 
..  I credit  m^oeif  v;i  th  a scientii'io  attii;udo  in  my  lon^^  btauies 
saucer  eventa.  1 'o  jio  t iniultje  in  .viohiul  thinking  . I do  not 
0 be  deluded.  Therefone,  I feel  very  much  ohaien  in  my  fux'mer 
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the  case 
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I credit 
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saucer  evi 

varit  to 

be  deiudi 

L3il 

in  the  sai 

X g ^ 

for  sone  ! 

O 1 V 

1.  You  rate  as  evidence  -.le  hard,  cold  scientific  i’acta  that  the 
as tronomera  and  the  phyaiciata  ’.vant,  quantitative  evidence,  meaauu'e- 
r.eiitJ,  L..oto3  onowir.ij  detailu,  material  fra^/ienta  etc.  dpoc troacoplc 
analysis  *f  the  llt^hts,  of  "the  e<^^;ahaped  balla.of  fire",  nay  be  re- 
v«aiin*5,  it  nay  aclvo  tne  .vhoin  problem.  I'hw  32‘ADA'i?  could  , orhapa 
help  to  get  additional  data,  very  much  needed. 

2.  But  there  is  alao  (iuuli ta tive  evidence  to  bo  cenaixerod. 
rake  the  clo3e-rar.*e  casee,  objoctu  hoverltiy  near  tae  , round  or 
la.ntad  on  it  '.vit.h  or  .vitnout  little  erect ar‘ea  around  it.  i'ere  i nuke 


a s/.irp  aiatincticit  het.veen  mtre  aihhti.n,i  reports  and  the  super- 
stita:^U3  tulea  about  tulles  and  riSea  in  a aaucer.  Txiere  is  an  n^^ree- 
.yont  in  ue tails  cor.cernlr.^  reported  shape,  manoevres,  the  tilting 
a.'iu  fluttering  of  tte  object  .vhen  ntdiin^  tne  sharp-t  turn,  the  rudia- 
tio.to,  t:.e  acundlussnoss , the  urau^ht,  the  v.'iiit:iri^  uound  vvr.en  taking 
off  fro.m  the  ^^round,  the  acrid  smell  from  a landed  aaucer  and  even 
the  ciusurea  of  the  dv.'urfs.  People  in  diX'fex’er.t  countries,  unknown 
to  ea2h  other,  unf-imiliar  v/ith  saucer  lore,  have  re;  or  ted  such  details 
in  different  years.  (ca_l,20  si)^  A'l 

fnis  v/nild  lead  one  to  msite  an  Inferexice  us  to  the  r j al i t y of 
ti.e  ur.fr.o.vr..  object,  ’hie  question  of  their  origin  nay  be  aiiVject  to 
a hypo  tmesis.  Zg  the  sifrhtinga  of  tlis  "little  aien"  cannot  be  .!is- 
proven,  C'ey  may  ai:rene^then  the  hypotheaia. 


0 1 r ; : . 
error  i 
i’i  ounce 


, ::.sr  point  is  tiiat  the  close-range  cases  offer  very  little 

argum;snt3  to  the  scientists  or  teci;nlci  ens . fhe  rar,  inal 
r.  estimates  pf  aise,  poaitiona  etc.,  Iwirulea  into  inui_ni- 
just  because  of  the  short  distances  involved. 


00  :in 


..enzel  vu’i  tes  (p.h):"  A biclOtist  tryinf_  to  iueiitify  a ..roup 
of  unusual  a.eimals  whicn  are  said  to  represent  ^ n-sv;  upecioa,  oh^in 
by  collecting  ail  puscible  ini'ornution  about  thair  arpearanse  sni" 
behavior",  me  comparea  tr.e  characteristics  and  classifies.  This  is 
p'recisoiy  shat  I have  none  in  t :e  rust  -ar.‘';  arrived  jt  r.:  as nciu sio/' 
by  lo  icai  in.,uction.  But  ur  ; anuei  as  v/ell  the  Air  forco  o not 
find  asy  striking  a reements  as  to  caarac  toris  tics . ..enzsi  of  Vimcnts 
on  tne" vary i riy  shapes",  fiiile  sf  ressatCi^ly  sn.,,vs  hos  the  atmu sphere 
llstorta  the  shape  of  a coamon  object,  ..'tic-  liu.s  lo  aisi  n tertr  ■*  ta- 
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alao  happaa  to  an  unktinov/n  object  in  the  aides  tauppoain^;  UF3  ij  real) 

A few«cl03e-range  caaea  have  been  invsi^igaib&^b^’^  Aa?*  r’^rca 
and  marked  IfyO.  iixamplea:  Caae  aII  (.aerial  ':$601.00)  Aug.  25 < 1952  - 
Checka  excellently  vdth  o ther  "caaas , 2 meat  platters,  oval,  placed 

tot^ether.  . .dull  aluminum  color,  smooth  bijxface''  etc,...  Loch  Kaven 
Dam  case,  Oct  31  1958 /'large  flat  egg,  car  atoppage,  bui’n5^''e"tc'. 


xhe  Gv/sdioh  Gotland  caae,  Aug  3f  1957,  ori’era  amaxing  details, 
that  still  more  amaain/.^ checka  so  '.veil  with  Torei^n  cases,  There  ia 
tne  cloas-  range,  theknii’e-sharp  turn,  tne  tiitin^  and  the  riuttering. 
the  draught,  that  made  ripples  on  the  calm  sea  surface  and  made  the 
tree  tecs  avvay,  the  disc  lorm,  the  upper  part  shinin^.  like  stainless 
steel  and  rotating,  the  cherry  red  iigh.t  in  the  lower  part,  the 
streamlined  appearance,  the  sounulessnaas.  niter  the  first  craft 
came  a second  identical.  Failing  unfortunately  to  state  all  tne 
details  I submitted  the  case  to  prof.  Lenzel  in  iJ58,  Me  tnou^ht  it 
wi'j  a helicopter.  In  1962  I wrote  prof  Hynek  about  it,  translating 
The  whole  story.  He  said  ho  was  puzzled  about  it  as  v/aa  also  the 
Air  Force,  to  whom  he  turned  over  the  case..  You  have  the  case. 

The  Swedish  Defense  Staff  at  first  got  a vsrj  brief  report. 

Upon  my  tiOtting  a true  completed  report  from  the  witnesses,  a colonel 
virited  Gotland  ar.i  rechecked , the  report.  The  only  difference  fo’und 
was  that  the  objects  must  have  been  on  a much  lower  altitude  than 
estimated  by  the  witness.  There  were  no  planes  up  n't  tnat  time,  kl  22. 
Visibility  was  ideal,  moonshine.  The  robust  istails  rule  out  heii- 
compera , research  balloons,  mirages  and  how  could  an  eatronomer,  if 
present  at  the  event,  claim  meteors  or  planets?  Altitude  and  distance 
about  IOC  m. 

(f.iurch_4,  1962) 

3.  Photograpn  enclosed /^Hindly  retuiT*  it  to  me  upon  scrutiny. 

.vas  out  in  t’he  backyard  of  ilia  home,  12  wloor  Crescent, 
3;ieffieid,  England,  with  two  schoolmates.  He  wanted  to 

The  boys 


nl: 


B 

ta.-:e  a snapshot  cf  nis  cog  .vith  an  ordinary  box  camera, 
loaded  at  the  sky  and  saw  five  peculiar  objects,  Alex  raised  his 
camera  and  snapped . Later  when  the  film  was  developed,  everybody 
was  ur.assd.  listure  was  sihov/n  jat  achcol.  Schoolteachers  and  parents 


vcuonDd  lor 
vi sites  the 


r the  coy's  hofesty . inbsequen tly  Alex  una  hia 
e Air  *„ln33try^,''vVJtiere  I^J^^vvas  held  for  q_uest 

*1  j"  ■ / ;P  -s”  . jii  j.d  '.j.  ^ m 


father 

uestioning  for 

two  hours,  i'g  P.H.  .Yhlte'*  had  the  print  and  the  negative  examined 
and  said  they  could  ~?ind  no  fault  or  tampering  with  them.  Later  on 
the  Air  l.irJLstry  explained  the  objects  as  bein^-  formation  of  ice- 
pur  tides  , aue  tc  the  dust  and  smoke  and  u temperature  inversion 
o^^'er  dneTfield.  Two  pho tOt.raphic  experts  privately  examined  the 
negative  and  could  find  no  fault  or  deception.  - I confess  it  is 
hard  to  think  of  tmsae  objects  as  being  ice  piarticies,  since  they 
nave  the  typical  saucer  shape  ‘.vith  a dome  on  the  top.  anyhow,  it  is 
a uni'jue  photO;_raph  tliat  certainly  adna  to  tne  puzzlement  and  dis- 
cussions, .vhich  both  you  anu  1 would  like  to  have  terminated. 


b.'ii 


Colonel  ./n  Lookadoo  wrote  me  on  July  30,  1962:  "fou  su^.^eatad 
the  parameters  attributed  to  UPCs  be  correlatea  .vith  theoretical 
characteristics  of  space  craft.  Conclusions  reeched  in  this  manner  ,, 
couldn't  be  any  more  reliable  than  the  theory  regarding  apace  vehicles* 
But  ail  I wanted  to  bring  out  was  the  valioity  of  logical  induction 
from  a list  of  oightingS,  that  showed  the  common  characteristics  of 
t.ie  objects,  hence  a qualitative  proof  of  the  reality^of  an  un.pnown 
flying  object.  The  space  aspect  could  be  left  to  "the  learned  men. 

♦ 

I 

I offer  the  above  remarks'  to  you  as  the  .vorld  authority 


for 


:Uit 


comment 


tney  may  ue 
I sfiould  be 


worth  to  you  and  if  you  3^‘e  fit  to  m:ike 

very  happy  to  receive  tuon,  ; 

b I r:c  e 


on  UFOs 
any 


No  Casa  (Information  Only) 


4 March  I0f>2 
Shaffiold,  Saglauii 


ag/jr/i-va  r-Apr il  19^3 

rie.ijd.  iias  the  scene  nfnu- 

;a.u  o-i3  rcpoi  ba  in  1'X*2-*j3»  On  h , 195?. 

3 t '.-,h,  I'ij  phc  to,':,vrt;.KVOtl  five  objeobs 
:n  t ie  "l:y  about  500  3000’  up.  They  were 
:.;t.i':i.ru‘'/ , n'ivor  ch-HiigiJcl  position,  and  i 

then  diopppearad.  Mth  him  -,\t  Via  tirie  I 
'.vura  David  lirownlow,  12,  aiid  lo-yaar- old  j 

Stuart.  Diecon*  Under  questioning  the  three 
boys'  stories  showed  no  discrepancies. 

The  Air  Ministry  opined  that  these 
"effects”  v;ore  the  I’csult  of  atinos  phehio 
conditions , Tempera ture  Inversions  caused 
the  reflection  and  bonding  of  11,'hit  to  pro- 
duce the  peculiar  effects.  The  Nov, —Dec. 
editicn  of  Flying  Saucer  carriuil  another 
pict’.ure  taken  in  the  Sheffield  area,  loth 
pictures  have  been  under  study  by  the  Bri- 
tish Air  Eiiaistry. 

Koto:  The  first  information  ss  to 

Alex  Burch  does  not  tally  in  all.  particu- 
lars '■*ith  the  latest  reports-Ail  in  Hy- 
ing Saucer  Review. 
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